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Box No. I Basis of the opinion 



(under Rules 12.3 and 23.1(b)). 

a. type of material: 

□ a sequence listing 

□ table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material: 

□ in written format 

□ in computer readable form 

c. time of filing/furnishing: 

□ contained in the international application as filed. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

• ° SSSBSSSSSSBBSgGSSSaP' 

appropriate, were furnished. 
4. Additional comments: 
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Box No. II Priority 



1 . S The following document has not been furnished: 

B copy of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43M&1 and 66.7(a)). 

□ translation of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 436*1 and 66.7(b)). 

4. Additional observations, if necessary: 
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Box No. Ill Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, Invents 
applicability 



the description, claims or drawings (indicate particular elements below) or said claims Nos. 
unclear that no meaningful opinion could be formed (specify). 



The questions whether the claimed invention appears to be novel to involve an inventive step (to be non 
obJtoSuS to be industrially applicable have not been examined In respect of. 

□ the entire international application, 
H claims Nos. 8-23 
because: 

□ the said international application, or the said claims Nos. relate to the following subject matter which 
does not require an international preliminary exammahon (specify): 

□ 

unclear that 

□ the claims, or said claims Nos. are so inadequately supported by the description that no meaningful opinion 
could be formed. 

■ no international search report has been established for the whole application or for said claims Nos. 8-23 

□ the nucleotide andtor amino acid sequence listing does not comply with the standard provided for in Annex 
G of the Administrative Instructions in that: 

the written form □ has not been furnished 

□ does not comply with the standard 
the computer readable form □ has not been furnished 

□ does not comply with the standard 

□ See separate sheet for further details 
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Box No. IV Lack of unity of Invention 



1iB m response to the invitation (Form PCTISAfioe) to pay additional fees, the applicant has: 

□ paid additional fees. 

□ paid additional fees under protest. 
M not paid additional fees. 

2 □ ThisAuthorityfoundthattheW^ 
the applicant to pay additional fees. 

3. mis Authority considers that the requirement of unity of invention in accordance wfth Rule 13.1 , 13.2 and 13.3 is 

□ complied with 

E not complied with for the following reasons: 
see separate sheet 

4. Consequently, this report has been established in respect of the following parts of the international application: 

□ all parts. 

S the parts relating to claims Nos. 1-7 



Box No. V Reas oned statement under Rule 436/S.1 (a)(1) with regard I to .novelty, Inventive step or 
mdusSial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such s tatement, 



1. Statement 

Novelty (N) Yes: Claims 

No: Claims 1-7 

Inventive step (IS) Yes: Claims 

No: Claims 1-7 

Industrial applicability (IA) Yes: Claims 1-7 

No: Claims 



2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 
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III/IV 

1 In claim 1 and throughout the application the "outer annular wall" 1 28 is incorrectly 
described as "concave". Fig. 1 clearly discloses the fact that the annular wall 1 28 is 
convex (in other words the wall 128 "holds water"). 

In claim 1 and throughout the application the "outer annular wall" 128 is incorrectly 
described as "concave". Fig. 1 clearly discloses the fact that the annular wall 1 28 is 
convex (in other words the wall 1 28 "holds water"). 

Anyway, the application lacks unitywithin the meaning of Rule 13.1 PCTforthe 
following reasons: 

The subject-matter of claim 1 is not new, document US-A-4 892 205 disclosing all the 
features of claim 1 (see Fig. 10-12; in particular flat inner annular wall 92; central dimple 
89 or 108). 

The features of claim 1 are also disclosed by documents US-A-2002096486 (D2) (see 
in particular Fig. 5 and dimple as dome 85), US-A-5 785 1 97 (D3) (Fig. 5; dimple 1 44, 
flat inner annular wall 1 60), US-A-5 713 480 (D4) (Fig. 2; dimple 26, flat inner annular 
wall 28) US-A-2001 035391 (Figs. 2, 3; dimple 48), US-A-2002/01 53343 (Figs. 1-5; 
anti-inverting dome 48), JP-A-09039934 (dimple 5) and JP-A-10181734 (dimple 7). Out 
of these features of claim 1 , the concave annular wall, the inner wall and the centrally 
located dimple are common to independent method claim 23, as well. Consequently, 
the common inventive concept for claims 1 and 23 is not new in respect of the prior art 
documents cited above., 

Hence the Examining Division considers that the following separate inventions or 
groups of inventions are not so linked as to form a single general inventive concept, no 
common inventive idea existing between the following claims or groups of claims: 

1 The group of inventions disclosed in claims 1 -7, with claims 2-7 referring to the 
inner periphery being made of blow molded piastic material and solving the problem of 
how to make the container, 

2 The group of inventions disclosed in claims 8-1 7 and 23, referring to the dimple 
comprising a plurality of spaced apart radially extending ribs and solving the problem of 
reinforcing the base, 
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3 The invention in claim 1 8, referring to the inner portion of the outer annular wall 
having a support ridge and solving the problem of vertical stacking of such containers; 

4 The invention in claim 1 9, referring to the standing ring (not defined as such in 
claim 1 1) having a certain diameter and solving the problem of providing a standing 
support for the container; 

5 The invention in claim 20, referring to the container compns.ng a th.n-walled body 
and a blown wide-mouth finish, solving the problem of easy pouring; 

6 The invention in claim 21 , referring to the base being substantially circular and 
solving the problem of equal distribution of forces in the container; and 

7 The invention in claim 22, referring to the sidewall comprising a substantially 
cylindrical label panel and solving the problem of providing stability in the label area. 

Since it is not clear on which invention or group of inventions the further prosecution of 
the application should be based, no further examination can be carried out. The 
applicant is asked to state upon which invention or group of inventions further 
prosecution of the application should be based and to limit the application accordingly. 

Further, it should be mentioned that the features in the claims are not provided with 
reference signs placed in parentheses (Rule 6.2(b) PCT). 

Still further, the subject-matter of independent method claim 23 comprises in respect of 
claim 1 the supplementary feature "spaced apart radially extending ribs which is also 
disclosed in documents D1 (ribs 80b in Fig. 7), D2 (ribs 85 in Fig. 4), etc. • 
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